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Detailed Action 

This office action is in response to the amendment received on January 26, 

2005. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a 
foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year 
prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 

DuFresne (US Pat No: US005835712A), hereafter referred to as DuFresne. 

LWith regards to claims 1, 10, 19 and 20, DuFresne teaches a method for transferring 
information between logic entities in browser pages, the method comprising the steps 
of defining a data element having a value for use by a first application logic entity in a 
first browser page; generating a browser page identifier for a second browser page, 
the browser page identifier including the value for the data element; invoking access 
to a second browser page using the browser page identifier, the second browser 
page including a second application logic entity; and retrieving the value of the data 
element from the browser page identifier for use by the second application logic 
entity. 

(DuFresne teaches a design allowing for data to be transferred from one webpage to 
another (column 19, line 50 - column 20, line 37, DuFresne). As is seen in Figure 
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1 8, data is entered into the inputs of a first webpage. Also in the first webpage is the 
state 1 , which is equivalent to the claimed browser page identifier. The input data is 
combined with state 1 and a script (equivalent to the claimed application logic entity) 
to create a new state, state 2. This state 2 is equivalent to the claimed second 
browser page identifier. As is seen in Figure 14, besides scripts, templates are also 
applicable). 

2. With regards to claims 2 and 1 1 , DuFresne teaches a method wherein the step of 
defining a data element includes the steps of: declaring data element for use by a 
first application logic entity; and providing a value for the data element (DuFresne 
discloses a design where data fields are present by which to enter and thus provide 
data elements (shown as inputs) (Figure 18, DuFresne). The script combines the 
inputs to create a new state (a new browser identifier)). 

3. With regards to claims 3 and 12, DuFresne teaches a method wherein the step of 

providing a value for the data element comprises the step of: retrieving the value for 
the data element from a browser page identifier identifying the first browser page 
(DuFresne's design sends the new state to the second web page (Figure 18, 
DuFresne). This new state has the old state and the inputs (data elements) 
combined in it and are hence retrievable). 



Application/Control Number: 09/727,723 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2145 

4. With regards to claims 4 and 13, DuFresne teaches a method wherein the step of 

retrieving a value of the data element from a browser page identifier identifying the 
first browser page includes the steps of: parsing the browser page identifier to 
retrieve a value for a data element from the browser page identifier; assigning the 
value to the data element that corresponds to the value parsed from the browser 
page identifier; and repeating the steps of parsing and assigning for each value 
contained in the browser page identifier such that all data elements containing a 
value within the browser page identifier receive an assignment of their respective 
value parsed from the browser page identifier (DuFresne's design uses scripts to 
combine the inputs (data elements) and the state (browser identifier) (Figure 18, 
DuFresne). The design also allows the scripts to retrieve the data values (Figure 14, 
DuFresne)). 

5. With regards to claims 5 and 14, DuFresne teaches a method wherein the step of 
generating a browser page identifier includes the steps of: extracting a value for 
each data element shared between the first application logic entity and the second 
application logic entity to create a value array; obtaining a page designator for the 
second browser page; and appending the value array containing the values for each 
data element to the page designator for the second browser page to form the 
browser page identifier (DuFresne teaches a design allowing for data to be 
transferred from one webpage to another (column 19, line 50 - column 20, line 37, 
DuFresne). As is seen in Figure 18, data is entered into the inputs of a first 



Application/Control Number: 09/727,723 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2145 

webpage. Also in the first webpage is the state 1 , which is equivalent to the first 
browser page identifier. The input data is combined with state 1 and a script 
(equivalent to the application logic entity) to create a new state, state 2. This state 2 
is equivalent to the second browser page identifier; it contains the old state and the 
inputs (values)). 

6. With regards to claims 6 and 15, DuFresne teaches a method wherein the browser 
page identifier is a uniform resource locator that is dynamically generated via the 
steps of extracting, obtaining and appending and that contains the value of the data 
element shared by the first application logic entity and the second application logic 
entity (DuFresne teaches a design allowing for data to be transferred from one 
webpage to another (column 19, line 50 - column 20, line 37, DuFresne). As is seen 
in Figure 18, data is entered into the inputs of a first webpage. Also in the first 
webpage is the state 1 , which is equivalent to the first browser page identifier. The 
input data is combined with state 1 and a script (equivalent to the application logic 
entity) to create a new state, state 2. This state 2 is equivalent to the second browser 
page identifier. DuFresne also discloses that state information is embedded into web 
pages for identification purposes (column 20, lines 4-7, DuFresne). Hence, just as 
URLs are page identifiers, in DuFresne's designs, states are page identifiers). 

7. With regards to claims 7 and 16, DuFresne teaches a method further including the 

step of detecting a navigation command to navigate to the second browser page; and 
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wherein the steps of generating and invoking are performed in response to the step 
of detecting the navigation command to navigate to the second browser page, such 
that the browser page identifier produced in response to the step of detecting the 
navigation command includes a value for the data element that is created by the first 
application logic entity and is passed to the second application logic entity via the 
browser page identifier (DuFresne's design has a select button which invokes the 
process of creating a new state using the inputs and old state for a new web page 
(Figure 1 8, DuFresne)). 

8. With regards to claims 8 and 17, DuFresne teaches a method wherein: the steps of 
generating and invoking are performed by a state sender logic entity; and wherein the 
step of retrieving is performed by a state retrieval logic entity; the state sender logic 
entity and state retrieval logic entity being logic entities incorporated into the first 
browser page and second browser page which interoperate to transfer values of data 
elements shared by the first application logic entity and the second application logic 
entity between the first browser page and the second browser page via incorporation 
of such values of data elements into browser page identifiers (DuFresne teaches a 
design allowing for data to be transferred from one webpage to another (column 19, 
line 50 - column 20, line 37, DuFresne). As is seen in Figure 18, data is entered into 
the inputs of a first webpage. Also in the first webpage is the state 1 , which is 
equivalent to the first browser page identifier. The input data is combined with state 1 
and a script (equivalent to the application logic entity) to create a new state, state 2. 
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This state 2 is equivalent to the second browser page identifier. As is seen in Figure 
14, the scripts are able to retrieve the data values as well). 

9. With regards to claims 9 and 18, DuFresne teaches a method wherein: the first 
application logic entity and the second application logic entity collectively form an 
application; and wherein the values of data elements shared by the first application 
logic entity and the second application logic entity collectively form state information 
that the state sender logic entity and the state retrieval logic entity can pass between 
the first browser page and second browser page via browser page identifiers for use 
by the application (The scripts of DuFresne's design create a new state that allows 
data to be passed from a first browser page to a second browser page (Figure 18, 
DuFresne)). 

10. With regards to claims 21 and 27, DuFresne teaches the method wherein generating 
the browser page identifier includes generating the browser page identifier from 
within the first browser page in the browser, the method further comprising: 
displaying the browser page identifier in the first browser page displayed to a user; 
and receiving a selection by the user of the browser page identifier to retrieve the 
second browser page (In DuFresne's design, the first web page has a first state (first 
browser identifier) (Figure 18, DuFresne). When "select" is chosen by the user, the 
creation of the second state (second browser identifier) is performed (equivalent to 
the claimed selection by user)). 
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1 1 .With regards to claims 22 and 28, DuFresne teaches the method further comprising 
passing the value of the data element from the first browser page of the browser to 
the second browser page of the browser by: appending the value of the data 
element associated with the first browser page to the browser page identifier; in 
response to receiving the selection by the user, utilizing the browser page identifier 
to retrieve the second browser page; and utilizing the data value in the second 
browser page of the browser (In DuFresne's design, the first web page has a first 
state (first browser identifier) (Figure 18, DuFresne). When "select" is chosen by the 
user, the creation of the second state (second browser identifier) is performed 
(equivalent to the claimed selection by user). The script also enables the retrieval of 
the data value). 

12. With regards to claims 23 and 29, DuFresne teaches the method, wherein the steps 
of defining, generating, invoking, and retrieving support a step of: exchanging data 
from script code associated with the first browser page to the second browser page 
not currently being viewed by a user of the browser (In DuFresne's design, the data 
is transferred from a first page to a second page thanks to a script and the second 
page is not necessarily viewable by the user (Figure 18, DuFresne)). 

13. With regards to claims 24 and 30, DuFresne teaches the method, wherein the steps 
of defining, generating, invoking, and retrieving support a step of: maintaining state 
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information between a portion of script code associated with the first browser page 
of the browser and another portion of script code associated with the second 
browser page of the browser (DuFresne's design features scripts that handle the 
inputs (data) and the state (browser identifier) (Figures 18, DuFresne)). 

14. With regards to claims 25 and 31 , DuFresne teaches a method further comprising: 
from a state sender logic entity of the first browser page associated with the 
browser, appending the value of the data element to the browser page identifier; and 
from a state retrieval logic entity of the second browser page associated with the 
browser, receiving the value of the data element along with the browser page 
identifier (DuFresne teaches a design allowing for data to be transferred from one 
webpage to another (column 19, line 50 - column 20, line 37, DuFresne). As is 
seen in Figure 18, data is entered into the inputs of a first webpage. Also in the first 
webpage is the state 1 , which is equivalent to the first browser page identifier. The 
input data is combined with state 1 and a script (equivalent to the application logic 
entity) to create a new state, state 2. This state 2 is equivalent to the second 
browser page identifier. As is seen in Figure 14, the scripts are able to retrieve the 
data values as well). 



15. With regards to claims 26 and 32, DuFresne teaches a method further comprising: 
from a state sender logic entity of the second browser page associated with the 
browser, appending the value of the data element to a browser page identifier 



Application/Control Number: 09/727,723 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2145 

associated with a third browser page; and from a state retrieval logic entity of the 
third browser page associated with the browser, receiving the value of the data 
element along with the second browser page identifier (DuFresne's design is able to 
send data from a second web page to a third web page (Figure 17, DuFresne)). 

16. With regards to claim 33, DuFresne teaches a computer system further supporting: 
from a state sender logic entity of the first browser page associated with the 
browser, appending the value of the data element to the browser page identifier 
used to retrieve the second browser page; and from a state retrieval logic entity of 
the second browser page associated with the browser, receiving the value of the 
data element appended to the browser page identifier for the second browser page 
by parsing the browser page identifier and retrieving the data element (DuFresne 
teaches a design allowing for data to be transferred from one webpage to another 
(column 19, line 50 - column 20, line 37, DuFresne). As is seen in Figure 18, data is 
entered into the inputs of a first webpage. Also in the first webpage is the state 1 , 
which is equivalent to the first browser page identifier. The input data is combined 
with state 1 and a script (equivalent to the application logic entity) to create a new 
state, state 2. This state 2 is equivalent to the second browser page identifier. As is 
seen in Figure 14, the scripts are able to retrieve the data values as well). 

17. With regards to claim 34, DuFresne teaches a computer system further supporting: 
from a state sender logic entity of the second browser page associated with the 
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browser, modifying the value of the data element, appending the modified value of 
the data element to a browser page identifier used to retrieve a third browser page of 
the browser; invoking access to the third browser page to the browser page identifier 
associated with the third browser page; and from a state retrieval logic entity of the 
third browser page of the browser, receiving the modified value of the data element 
appended to the browser page identifier fro the third browser page of the browser 
(DuFresne's design is able to send data from a second web page to a third web 
page (Figure 17, DuFresne)). 

18. With regards to claim 35, DuFresne teaches a computer wherein the modified value 
includes a concatenation of a first string of data associated with the first browser 
page and second string of data associated with the second browser page (The 
inputs are combined with the state by the script to create a new state for the second 
web page in DuFresne's design (Figure 18, DuFresne)). 

19. With regards to claim 36, DuFresne teaches a computer wherein the modified value 
includes an arithmetic result based on use of an arithmetic operation on a first 
numerical value associated with the first browser page and a second numerical 
value associated with the second browser page (DuFresne's design allows for the 
use of scripts and scripts are able to perform a variety of tasks (column 16, lines 17- 
29, DuFresne)). 
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20. With regards to claim 37, DuFresne teaches a computer system wherein generating 
the browser page identifier for the second browser page includes providing a 
delimiter between a first portion and a second portion of the browser page identifier, 
the first portion of the browser page identifier used by a server to serve the second 
browser page to the browser, the second portion of the browser page identifier 
including the value of the data element being passed from the first browser page to 
the second browser page, the value of the data element being ignore by a server 
serving the second browser page to the browser (The inputs and state are combined 
by the script to create a new script (Figure 18, DuFresne). In addition, the script is 
sble to retrieve data values (Figure 14, DuFresne), otherwise there is no point in 
transferring the data values. Since the data value (inputs) are combined with other 
data yet is still retrievable, it in inherent that a delimiter of some form is applied by 
the script to distinguish between the data types). 



Response to Remarks 

The remarks along with the amendments filed on January 26, 2005 have been 
carefully reviewed but are not deemed fully persuasive. The examiner appreciates the 
efforts made to further clarify the claimed invention within the remarks submitted. In 
response, the examiner reevaluated the DuFresne art and remains convinced that it is 
equivalent to the claimed invention. This is not to state that the DuFresne art is . 
equivalent to the invention disclosed within the specifications. To clarify the examiner's 
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standpoint on the matter, the office action has been revised with the same prior art to 
better illustrate how the claimed invention lacks novelty against the DuFresne art. 

In addition, the applicants further remark that the respective steps claimed are 
performed within the browsers and are performed by logic entities. After reevaluation of 
the DuFresne art, the examiner believes that traits claimed in such language are 
present within the prior art. The design disclosed by DuFresne makes use of scripts, 
which are logic entities, and it is well known in the art that scripts are able to exist within 
browsers. It is the scripts of DuFresne's design that perform the data combination and 
transfer from one web page to another. 

As for the newly added claims, they too feature broad claim language gnd in 
general reiterate the same traits presented within the previous claims. Hence, they too 
lack novelty against the DuFresne prior art. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Azizul Choudhury whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3909. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Valencia Martin-Wallace can be reached on (571) 272-6159. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

AC VALENCIA MARTIN-WALLACE 



